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12147. Misbranding of butter. U. S. v. 218 Boxes of Butter. Consent de-
cree of condemnation and forfeiture. Produet released unnder
bond. (F. & D. No. 18420. 1. 8. No. 1732-v. 8. No. C—4302.)

On February 26, 1924, the United States attorney for the Northeyn District
of Illinoig, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
Distriet Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the seizure
and condemnation of 218 boxes of butter, at Chicago, Ill., alleging that the
article had been shipped by the Beatrice Creamery Co., from Lincoln, Nebr.,
February 16, 1924, and transported from the State of Nebraska into the State
of Illinocis, and charging misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act,
as amended. |

Misbranding of the article was alleged in substance in the libel for the reason
that the statement appearing on the cartons containing the article, to wit,
“ One Pound Net,” was false and misleading and deceived and misled the pur-
chaser, in that it represented that eacl of the said cartons contained 1 pound
net of the ariicle, whereas each of said cartons contained less than 1 pound
net of the said article. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that
the article was food in package form and did not have a statement of the
contents plainly and conspicuously marked on the outside of the package in
terms of weight and measure,

On March 12, 1924, the Beatrice Creamery Co., Lincoln, Nebr., claimant
having admitted the material allegations in the libel, and having consented
to the entry of a decree, judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered
and it was ordered by the court that the product be released to the said ciaim-
ant upon payment of the costs of the proceedings and the execution of a bond
in the sum of $1,000, in conformity with section 10 of the act, conditioned in
part that it be repacked under the supervision of this department so that each
package would contain 1 pound net, or that the correct net weight would be
stated on the package.

C. F. MarviN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

12148. Adulteration of raisins and alleged adulteration of prunes. U, S, v,
43 Cases of Prunes and 18 Cases of Raisins. No seizare made of
pranes. Default order providing for destruction of raisins,
(F, & D. No, 16894. 1. 8. Nos. 5480-v, 5481-v. 8. No. C-3826.)

On October 28, 1922, the United States attorney for the District of Minne-
sota, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the se.zure and
condemnation of 41 cases of prunes and 18 cases of raisins, at Minneapolis,
Minn., consigned by the Milbank Mercantile Co., Milbank, S. Dak., alleging
that the article had been shipped from Milbank, S. Dak., October 14, 1922, and
transported from the State of South Dakota into the State of Minnesota, and
charging adulleration in violation of the IMood and Drugs Act. The articles
were labeled in part, respectively: “ From Milbank Mercantile Co. * #* *
Milbank, South Dakota;” “ Milbank Merc. Co. Milbank, S. D.”

Adulteration of the articles was alleged in the libel for the reason that they
consisted wholly or in part of filthy, decomposed, and putrid vegetable sub-
stances.

On February 14, 1923, no seizure of the prunes having been effected, on
affidavit of the United States attorney that the raisins were infested with
bugs and unfit for food and that no appearance or claim had been entered
theretor, it was ordered by the court that the said raisins be destroyed by the
United States marshal.

C. F. MARvVIN, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

12149, Adulteration of canmned salmon. U. S. v. 50 Cases of Salmon. De-
fault decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction. (¥, &
D. No. 16860. 8. No, C-3810.)

On September 29, 1922, the United States attorney for the Northern District
of Texas, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the seizure
and condemnation of 50 cases of salmon, remaining in the original cases at
Dallas, Tex., alleging that the article had been shipped by the Canadian Banpk
of Commerce, Seattle, Wash., July 28, 1922, and transported from the State of
Washington into the State of Texas, and charging adulteration in violat.on
of the Food and Drugs Act. The article was labeled in part: ¢ Btanchard
Brand Alaska Pink Salmon Packed By Beauclaire Packing Co. Port Beau-
clerc, Alaska.”
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It was alleged in substance in the libel that the article was decomposed and
adulterated in violation of section 7 of the said act.

On February 4, 1924, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was enlered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

C. F. MARrviN, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

12150. Misbranding of canmned clams. V. 8. v. Chester C. Farmer. Plea
of guilty. Fine, $10. (F. & D. No. 15996. 1. 8. No. 5629-t.)

On April 11, 1922, the United States attorney for the District of Maine, act-
ing upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court
©of the United States for said district an information against Chester C.
Farmer, Boothbay, Me., alleging shipment by said defendant, in violation of
the Food and Drugs Act, as amended, on or about May 21, 1921, from the State
of Maine into the State of Massachusetts, of a quantity of canned clams which
were misbranded. The article was labeled in part: (Can) * Oak Hill Brand
* % % (Clams Contents 8 Oz.”

Examination by the Bureau of Chemistry of this department of 12 cans from
the consignment showed that the drained meat in the cans examined averaged
7.29 ounces, a shortage of 8.88 per cent of the declared contents.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the information for the reason that
the stalement, to wit, “ Contents 8 Oz.,” borne on the labels attached to the cans
containing the said article, was false and misleading, in that it represented
that each of said cans contained 8 ounces of the article, and for the further
reason that the article was labeled as aforesaid so as to deceive and mislead
the purchaser into the belief that each of the said cans contained 8 ounces
of the article, whereas, in truth and in fact, each of said cans did ot contain
8 ounces of the said article but did contain a less amount. Misbranding
was alleged for the further reason that the article was food in package form
and the quantity of the contents was not plainly and conspicuously marked on
the outside of the package.

On November 14, 1922, the defendant entered a plea of guilty to the informa-
tion, and the court imposed a fine of $10.

C. F. MarviN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.



